Interview Summary 



Application No. 

10/084,336 



Examiner 

Jeffrey B. Robertson 



Applicant(s) 

KERNER ETAL 



Art Unit 



1712 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Jeffrey B. Robertson 



(2) Thomas Wiseman. 




(3) . 

(4) . 



Date of Interview: 05 August 2004 . 



Type: a 
c) 



)□ 



Telephonic b)D Video Conference 
3 Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 



2)[X] applicant's representative] 



Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes 
If Yes, brief description: n/a. 

Claim(s) discussed: n/a. 



eM No. 



Identification of prior art discussed: Delleretal. (U.S. Patent No. 5.776.240) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)KI N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Mr. Wiseman presented proposals to address the wri tten description argument 
given on the definition of V in Sx^ Examine r i nd i cated t hat he would consid e r the proposals L foSgfr 

S£ /S ftf Claim ° bieCtl0nS inV ° Mnq ° 3 and ° 5 ' the ExaminRr commended the frj ^jfrj^ 

(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

I £S ^ ' ^ 6 ' mUSt be attaChed ' A,S °' Where n ° C °Py of the amendments that would reX^%Sn 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THF 

GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW summary 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUMtAcE OT « 
bummary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



ners signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 0804 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face video conference n 121!!^ 1 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached al P re " rd t0 an a PP ,lcat,on must be made of r ^ord in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

waSn!^^ a P'ete written s(atement of the reasons presented „ the jnterview gs 

y me applicant An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.111, 1.135. (35 U S C. 132) 



any alleged oral promise, stipulation, ort^K^lfvS^ ^emfnt^f °" *" ^ M ** °** N ° a ' ,en,i ° n Wi " be Paid to 

incompleJKh^ ^ °" ™« h the ° ffiCe " ™ record is « 

the «-mil5KS^^ * « of record in the app.ication file, unless 

which bear directly on the question of patentability respons.bihty to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview byX'STh^^ S* "J"*" h6 ' d Where 3 ma,ter of substance ha * "een discussed during the 

requirements for whTch inSeSS *?*d solely to restriction 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actons or the lite ? e Sduded from m.?nt2 f xamin,n 9 Procedure, or pointing 

substance of an interview is completely redded in an Wh - ^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants ) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- His signature ot the examine, who conducted the Interview {If Fan. is not an attachment to a signed OSco action) 

ehou,d be *£Z!^£SZ£!£&Z!S tr SW": »" nM , *• " •» - «-* » 

=„ceT^^^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, ' 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> Ss*SSKSr ° f 3 SU " e ™*™ unless these are already described on the 

5) a bnendentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the context of the apSot tor . fllf Of cLu^/ fhl In r , P ",? C,pal ar 9 uments made l ° «» 
describe those argument which he or she fS'^ t tc W£Xffi * * 6mPhaSiZe ^ fU " y 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

7) KxaS.' 9enera ' reSU,tS " ° UtC ° me ° f ,he in,erVieW UnleSS alread V bribed in the Interview Summary Form comp.eted by 

accurate. »e record is not complete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement"™^ Sh ° U ' d " nd 3 let,er Settin9 forth the examiner ' s versi °" * ■» 

paper recording the substan^oHh^ ^ «■» "Interview Record OK" on the 



